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fire activity within the Canadian forests (e.g., Flannigan et al. 2005; Balshi et al. 2009a; 56 Boulanger et al. 2014 , but see Krawchuk and Cumming 2011; Terrier et al. 2013; 57 Girardin and Terrier 2015). Such exclusion of biotic feedbacks could have resulted in an 58 overestimation of projected burn rates (Héon et al. 2014) .
59
In addition to improving burn rate projections, the inclusion of biotic feedbacks could activity. In this study, we project future burn rates across Canada by accounting for 77 dynamic changes in the forest age matrix. Only the effect of age as a biotic feedback is 78 considered in this study as potential changes in forest composition are too uncertain for 79 their inclusion. Forest growth is also assumed to be unchanged. In situations where age 80 feedbacks cannot directly be accounted for in projections (e.g., Bergeron et al. 2004, 81 2006; Flannigan et al. 2005; Balshi et al. 2009a; Girardin et al. 2013a) , we propose that it 82 be indirectly accounted for by applying the correction factor presented in caption of Fig. 83 3 to potential burn rate estimates We further built a model to predict future realized 84 burning rates as a function of potential burning rates (i.e., without fire selectivity) in 85 order to provide a simple solution to correct burn rates in situations where age feedbacks 86 cannot directly be accounted for in projections (e.g., Bergeron et al. 2004 Bergeron et al. , 2006 87 Flannigan et al. 2005) . We hypothesized that the decrease in mean stand age induced by 88 increased burn rates will result in projected burn rates lower than those predicted without 89 the inclusion of such a feedback (e.g., Boulanger et al. 2014 
197
Simulations 198 For each HFR zone and climate scenario combinations, we ran non spatially-explicit 199 simulations including both fire and harvesting as stand replacing disturbances. Two sets 200 of simulation were conducted, i.e., one including the impact of fire selectivity relative to 201 stand age and composition classes and another where fire selectivity was not considered.
202
For each set, sixty simulations were run for 100 years using a 5-yr time step, starting in 
208
Stochasticity at each simulation time step stemmed from the random selection i) of pixels 209 to be burned, ii) of pixels to be harvested, and iii) of the regional climate-driven burn D r a f t The burning rate was computed for each HFR zone at each time step for each simulation.
246
In order to assess if we could develop a correction factor for burned rates that were 247 estimated without considering the vegetation selectivity, we modeled realized burning 248 rates as a function of potential burning rates as averaged over the 100-yr period using the 249 following nonlinear least square model: 
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